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Justice Dep’t Withholds Report 





~ Job Status of C.O. Clarified 


Department of Interior administrators and the Secur- 
ity Director have confirmed that conscientious objection 
is not a bar to employment in the Department under the 
loyalty program. However, conscientious objection does 
cause job applicants to be unsuitable for certain positions. 

The question arose when Walter Coppock, nonregis- 
trant. lost his appointment as a Seasonal Park Ranger. 
(See NEWS NOTES, September, 1954, for complete de- 
tails.) Initial inquiries resulted in the report that consci- 
entious objection did not come under a security ban, in 
spite of Coppock’s letter from the Assistant Director of 
Yosemite National Park stating that the employment of 
conscientious objectors was “highly questionable” under 
the security program. In checking further into the De- 
partment’s policy subsequent to the September NEWS 
NOTES report, George Willoughby of the American 
Friends Service Committee found some confusion among 
officials as to the exact policy. 

A conference of those concerned was arranged to get 
a definitive answer to the status of Coppock in particular 
and other C.O.’s in general in relation to employment in 
the Department. Those attending the conference included 
Hillory A. Tolson, assistant director and security officer 
for the National Park Service; E. Cordell Moore, secur- 
ity director for the Department of Interior; George Scott, 
legal counsel for the Department of Interior; Leland 
Ramsdell, personnel officer for the National Park Service; 
George Willoughby for AFSC; and Lyle Tatum for 
CccCco. 

At this meeting the Interior officers stated that the 
letter to Coppock was in error, and that they were taking 
responsibility for it for not making the issue clear to 
Park officials. 

The officials agreed that Coppock was terminated for 
unsuitability rather than security. They pointed out that 
a park ranger is a law enforcement officer. Since Cop- 
pock had violated the draft law they felt he was unsuitable 
as an enforcement officer. Also, he might need to carry or 
use firearms, so he and other C.O.’s are unsuitable as 
rangers. 

Moore stated that since Coppock was a law violater 
it would have been possible to refuse him employment 
under the security program. 

Tolson later sent a letter to Coppock to clarify the 
record on his case. Tolson wrote that the termination 
“did not in any way” reflect on Coppock’s loyalty and 
that the action was taken soley on the basis of the un- 
suitability of employing one who had “knowingly vio- 
lated a law of great importance to the welfare of the 
nation” as a law enforcement officer. 





Noncommittal Form Letter Answers 
Inquiries on Detroit Investigation 





The October issue of NEWS NOTES published the 
first public report of an alleged attempt at intimidation 
of two conscientious objectors by Assistant U.S. Attorney 
Ronald Greenberg in Detroit. The C.O.’s were called 
into Greenberg’s office after placement of ads in The 
Michigan Daily. The ads offered information on the 
legal rights of conscientious objectors. (For the com- 


plete story see NEWS NOTES, October, 1954.) 


The Central Committee for C.O.’s filed a complaint 
with the Attorney General because of the reported nature 
of the interviews. The Department of Justice investi- 
gated the incident but refused to say what the investiga- 
tion disclosed or what action, if any, resulted from the 
investigation. 


In response to the NEWS NOTES story, which in- 
cluded a CCCO request for letters to Attorney General 
Brownell and U.S. Attorney Kaess in Detroit, a number 
of organizations and a great many individuals sent let- 
ters to the Department of Justice about the matter. Some 
of these letters asked for a report, some protested the 
nature of the interview, some protested that the men 
were even questioned, and other points were also raised. 


Organizations such as the Board of World Peace of 
the Methodist Church, the War Resisters League, and 
the American Friends Service Committee, as well as indi- 
vidual letter writers, have all received the same form 
letter in reply. The letter states in full: 


“This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of [date] 
addressed to the Attorney General. You may be sure 
that this matter has received our careful consideration. 


“Thanking you for your interest, may I remain .. . 
Very truly yours, /s/ Joseph H. Lesh, Assistant to the 
Deputy Attorney General.” 


Senator Langer’s Help Asked 


Lyle Tatum, CCCO executive secretary, visited Sena- 
tor Langer (Rep., N.D.) to request his assistance in at 
least getting a report from the Department of Justice 
on the Detroit investigation. Senator Langer, who has 


(Continued on page 3) 
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Briefly Noted 


This column last month reported a Mennonite project 
in Holland as the-only one in the world with drafted 
C.0.’s from two countries. The Quakers quickly let us 
know that they have a similar situation. Sandy McDon- 
ald of England and Donald Bremner of this country, both 
draftees, are working in the same Friends’ Service Unit 
in Kunsan, Korea 

* * * 


Allegheny College should be added to the list of 
schools with ROTC exemptions for C.0.’s. The college 
has an Air Force ROTC, and exemptions for C.O.’s are 
granted by a committee headed by the president of the 
college. NEWS NOTES will appreciate hearing from 
those with personal experience concerning ROTC exemp- 
tions in schools not yet listed by us. 


* *% * 


CCCO has learned that some of the Notice—Men of 
Draft Age posters have been placed on post office bulle- 
tin boards. Apparently they are official enough looking 
to stay on such boards for a reasonable length of time. 
The posters are still available at 1c each, postpaid. 


* * ~ = 


It is time to be thinking of Christmas cards for 
C.0.’s in prison. To assure the most up-to-date list of 
names possible, wait for the December issue of NEWS 
NOTES to address your cards. Inmates of Federal 
prisons can receive an unlimited number of Christmas 
cards with signatures but without personal messages. 


* * * 


CCCO has just circulated the first supplement to the 
Attorney’s Guide to Selective Service Law. This Guide 
is available free of charge to attorneys only upon request. 
It is an outline for finding points of law in reported draft 
cases and is of no use to the lay counselor. The Guide can 
save hours of research for attorneys defending C.O.’s in 


court. 
* * * 


The fall appeal letter was mailed the first of Novem- 
ber. CCCO sends two appeal letters each year to all of 
those persons on the mailing list. It is understood that 
many persons do not wish to contribute more than once 
a year, but it is hoped that the letter always contains 
some information of interest to everyone. More than 
90% of CCCO’s income is from individual contributors. 
The balance is from churches, Friends Meetings, and 


other organizations. 
* * * 


In addition to the four cases involving Jehovah’s wit- 
nesses which the Supreme Court has already agreed to 
hear, petitions for writs of certiorari are pending before 
the court in two other J.W. cases. These are the White 
and Tomlinson decisions in which the registrants were 
given adverse decisions by the Ninth Circuit Court of 
Appeals. 

* * * 

The appellant’s brief has been filed with the Third 
Circuit Court of Appeals in the T. Vail Palmer, Jr. case. 
Palmer is now on probation after being convicted a sec- 
ond time for his conscientious refusal to cooperate with 


High Court to Hear Appeals 


The current session of the United States Supreme 
Court will hear at least four C.O. cases from three differ- 
ent circuits. All of the cases involve Jehovah’s witnesses, 
so the appeals will be argued by Hayden Covington, gen- 
eral counsel for the J.W.’s. . 

The appeals are from convictions for refusal to sub- 
mit to induction in Gonzales v. U.S., 212 F.2d 71 (6th 
Circuit); U.S. v. Witmer, 213 F.2d 95 (3rd Circuit) ; 
U.S. v. Simmons, 213 F.2d 901 (7th Circuit); and U.S. 
v. Sicurella, 213 F.2d 911 (7th Circuit). 

Each of the appeals will raise a number of legal 
points with the decisions of the court certain to affect 
a great many C.O. cases now pending. For the purpose 
of this report only the unique or basic points of the cases 
can be mentioned. 

The Gonzales case involved a registrant who joined 
the witnesses one month after registering for the draft. 
One question for the court is whether inferences of in- 
sincerity can be drawn from this time factor. It is also 
argued in the case that it is a denial of due process of 
law for the registrant to be denied an opportunity to see 
and answer the reports of the Hearing Officer and the 
Department of Justice before these reports go to the state 
appeal board. 

The Witmer case is of particular interest because 
in it the Third Circuit Court of Appeals points out a 
willingness to raise food which helps the war effort as an 
inconsistency with an unwillingness to bear arms. Also 
involved is a question as to whether oral notice by the 
draft board that the registrant’s classification is un- 
changed subsequent to a personal appearance is an ade- 
quate substitute for the written notice required by the 
regulations. 

The Simmons and Sicurella cases are similar and 
both from the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals. Neither 
man was a conscientious objector at the time he regis- 
tered, so the time factor is involved again. The secrecy 
of the FBI reports is involved in these cases for the first 
such cases to go to the Supreme Court on this point since 
the Nugent decision which the lower courts have inter- 
preted in different ways. 

Contrary to other Circuit Courts, the Seventh Circuit 
held in these cases that the Dickinson decision does not 
apply to conscientious objectors but only to those seek- 
ing ministerial deferment. This interpretation relieves 
the court from seeking affirmative evidence to support 
the draft board. 

Also contrary: to other circuits, it was held in these 
cases that it is not reversible error for J.W.’s to be ruled 
out of consideration for C.O. status because of their 
willingness to participate in theocratic warfare and to 
use force in self-defense. 





conscription. Harrop Freeman, Cornell University law 
professor, is serving as Palmer’s counsel. 
* * * 

A memorandum on the problems of conscientious 
objectors in the armed forces who cannot cooperate for 
reasons of conscience has been prepared by the Ameri- 
can Friends Service Committee and CCCO for the De- 
partment of Defense. The organizations are requesting 
that regulations be issued to allow for the discharge of 
such men under honorable conditions. 
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C.O. Book Faces Censors 


A Field of Broken Stones by Lowell Naeve has been 
having censorship difficulties in California. The book 
(Reviewed in NEWS NOTES, June 1951) is the author’s 
- vivid report on his incarceration as a conscientious ob- 
jector during World War II. Naeve spent most of his 
prison sentence in segregation for refusing to cooperate 
with prison authorities. 

The book was first listed on a roster of “obscene and 
subversive” works under attack in the Marin County, 
California, library. In that controversy the book stayed 
on the shelves. 

It was then discovered that the “Field” was among 
some 20 books removed from the school libraries in Los 
Angeles. The books had been removed without fanfare. 
The removal was discovered when someone wrote to 
the school board suggesting removal of the book, and 
Dr. Hugh C. Willett, president of the Los Angeles school 
board, replied that the book had already been removed 
on the recommendation of a special committee set up by 
the board. 


Peace Plans and Cold War 


The National Council Against Conscription has issued 
a new pamphlet by John M. Swomley, Jr. Entitled The 
Peace Offensive and the Cold War (NCAC, 1013 18th 
St. N.W., D.C., 35c) the pamphlet analyzes the basis of 
the international communist “peace” offensive and the 
part it plays in the cold war. 

Swomley concludes that pacifists cannot cooperate 
in communist inspired peace programs. He points out 
that such programs are aimed at improving the relative 
position of Russia in the international power struggle. 

The material and conclusions offered will not be new 
to those who have given consideration previously to this 
topic. However, here in a concise and usable form is a 
good statement on which there is still some fuzzy think- 
ing among pacifists. 

Keep an extra copy of this pamphlet on hand to give 
the next person you meet who confuses conscientious 
objectors with communists. 











A BIT OF DOGGEREL 

The Central Committee for C.O.’s has 
learned that the city of Denver is using drafted 
conscientious objectors as dog catchers. This 
upsets one of our most firmly held beliefs. We 
always thought that General Hershey wouldn't 
vote for a C.O. for dog catcher. 

It’s still hard to believe that Selective Ser- 
vice will admit that the conscription program 
is going to the dogs. Although the rest of us 
are doggone tired of conscription. 

These assignments were handed out be- 
fore dogs had political significance. We expect 
the men have been instructed not to pick up 
bird dogs. All kennel dogs have been given 
fair warning to stay in their kennels. 

The draft board really put the bite on the 
boys. But we take our hats off to these draf- 
tees. As conscientious objectors they can’t be 
barking up the wrong tree. 














Have you seen the 1955 model, i.e., the 


Second Edition 


of the 


Handbook for €.0.’s 


Why use an out-of-date copy when the 
SECOND EDITION is available for only 35c 
per single copy, 3 copies for $1.00, ten or more 
30c each. All prices include postage. 

Also still available — 
Student Deferments for C.0.’s — FREE 
Copies October NEWS NOTES — FREE 


Bibliography of Conscientious Objection — 20c 


Order From CCCO 
































REPORT WITHHELD 
(Continued from page 1) 


defended the rights of conscientious objectors in legisla- 
tion before the Senate, is chairman of the Senate Judici- 
ary Committee. Langer telephoned William P. Rogers, 
Deputy Attorney General, while Tatum was present. 


Rogers told Senator Langer that he didn’t recall the 
incident but that he’d see what could be done about it. 
No report has yet been made as we go to press. 


A number of NEWS NOTES readers have written 
their Representatives and Senators asking them to obtain 
a report on the incident. This approach may be helpful 
if enough members of Congress receive such requests. 
Most Congressmen will send a letter of inquiry to any 
government department upon a request from a consti- 
tuent for information. CCCO will appreciate receiving 
copies of replies from Congressmen who have contacted 
the Department of Justice. 


Readers Help Appreciated 


CCCO appreciates the many letters written to the 
Department of Justice and others about this problem. 
A number of NEWS NOTES readers have sent us copies 
of their letters and replies received. We are grateful for 
this courtesy. In the interest of economy of time and 
contributions these letters have not been individually 
acknowledged. It is hoped that this general acknowledge- 
ment will serve as personal thanks. 
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THE COURT REPORTER 


1 PROSECUTIONS 
Sentenced since last issue 
9-14-54 Franklin M. Berggren, 18 months, 
(Syracuse, N. Y.) Judge Stephen Bren- 
nan 
10-25-54 Eddie Powell, 1 year and 1 day, (Chi- 
cago, Ill.) Judge Philip Sullivan 


Acquittal 
9 - 24-54 Locke McCorkle (San Francisco, Cal.) 
Case dismissed by U.S. Commissioner 
Joseph Karesh for government’s failure 
to prosecute. 
Arrests 
California—George Rice 
Indiana—Wayne Cobb 
(All prosecutions for refusal to report for or 
submit to induction unless otherwise noted.) 


I] RELEASED FROM PRISON 
On parole 
10-16-54. Manas Kuhns 
10-16-54 Freeman Wingard 
10-16-54 Charles Wenger 
10-18-54 Harry Nugent 


III MEN CURRENTLY IMPRISONED 

Danbury, Conn.—Richard Blazej, James Playford, 
Francis Playford, Saul Wider 

Florence, Ariz.—William Weir, P. A. Nazeroff 

McNeil Island, Wash.—-Monty Prothero, George 
Lillis 

Milan, Mich.—Carl Nead, Ronald Wrightsman 

Petersburg, Va.—Carl Nickel, Finley Cerwithian 

Seagoville, Texas—Bill Passmore, William Moser 

Springfield, Mo.—Clarence Bryan, Emanuel Miller, 
Melvin Chupp, Howard Roberson, Bur- 
ton Rosen, Henry Adamowicz, John 
Forbes, Ralph Dorn, Bradford Lyttle 

Tucson, Ariz.—Robert Kent, Gordon Carey, Rob- 
ert Hollingshead, Ervin Waiters, Arthur 
Duffy, Fred Hildebrand* 

Institution not verified—Peter Yoder, Joseph 
Arnold, Franklin Berggren, Eddie 
Powell 

Total number of C.O. convicted since 1948 to 

date: 275 (This is a minimum number, since 

J.W.’s and Muslims are not included, and we miss 

a few.) 

*See story this page on the return of Fred Hilde- 

brand’s name to this section. 


Hildebrand Parole Denied 


The September issue- of NEWS NOTES erroneously 
reported the parole of Fred Hildebrand from the Federal 
Prison Camp at Tucson, Arizona. Hildebrand was 
granted parole, but he wished to add a “conscience 
clause” to the parole form. Such clauses have generally 
been accepted by the parole board in the past. 

To the agreement to obey all laws Hildebrand wished 
to add “excepting those laws which would lead me to do 
something my conscience tells me is wrong.” The parole 
officer at Tucson objected to this addition, and the parole 
board refused to allow it to be added. 

CCCO discussed the parole with a member of the 
board but was unable to get the decision reversed. The 
board did not like the fact that Hildebrand apparently 
was not too firmly decided as to whether he should even 
apply for parole. He had passed up an opportunity to 
apply when first eligible. The board also takes a dimmer 
view of applications from C.O.’s who do not take the 
position on religious grounds. 

Hildebrand has been in prison for nearly two years. 
He was sentenced to four years in prison in December 


of 1952. 








It seems to me that unless the purpose of 
the Department of Justice is to trap young men, 
it is to the advantage of both the government 
as well as the individuals involved to get as 
much information about the conscientious ob- 
jection position out to the public as possible. 
In my practice of law I have come across many 
instances in which boys too late have learned 
that they could have filed a Form 150. Some- 
one neglected to tell them. The advertisement 
in the University of Michigan paper seems to 
be ‘a step in the right direction by providing 
the missing link between the I-O classification 
and the boys of an age most likely to need the 
information. Perhaps the advertisement should 
have been financed by Selective Service, but 
my efforts to have that agency do it have met 
with no success and therefore it should be con- 
strued that these young men who have in- 
serted the advertisement have really rendered 
a public service. Hopefully, there will be 
fewer prosecutions for violation of the draft 
law. 


Excerpt from a letter written to Attorney Gen- 


eral Brownell by a reader of NEWS NOTES. 
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